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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 1 and 3-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Karaoguz et al. U.S. Patent Publication Number (2004/0054767 A1). 

Regarding claim f , Karaoguz et al. discloses an apparatus for use in an access point in 
a wireless communications environment including multiple access points (410a-n) and 
wireless devices (415a-n), which reads on claimed "stations," , wherein stations gain 
network access by associating with one or more of the access points(see paragraph 
[0021]), comprising: 

• logic for collecting bid messages, wherein the message include information 
regarding location and identity information from stations (see paragraph [0029 
and 0032]), each bid message including a parameter related to the distance, see 
paragraph [0029], between the said access point and the said wireless device. 
See paragraphs [0033 and 0041-0042]; 

• logic for selecting one of the bid messages based at least in part on the 
parameter related to distance. See paragraph [00290; 
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• logic for sending an range message acknowledgement (ACK), which reads on 
claimed "accept message,"(see paragraph [0036]) to one of the said wireless 
device from which a bid message was received, the accept message for causing 
the station to associate with the access point wherein Karaoguz et al. further 
discloses wherein the said wireless device further establish communication with 
the said access point. See paragraph [0033-0036]. 

The Examiner acknowledges the fact that Karaoguz et al. discloses of a said 
access point sending bid messages to the said wireless device. The Applicant is 
claiming the opposite. However, it is considered to be within the scope of one of 
ordinary skill in the art to shift the functionality of the process to an element within the 
environment in order to produce an expected result. 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify Karaoguz et al. in order to provide a means to 
transmit bid messages from the said wireless device to allow the said access point to 
associated the said device to the said network. See also In re Jaoikse , 86 USPQ 70 
(CCPA1950). 

Regarding claim 3, according to claim 2, Karaoguz et al. fails to clearly disclose 
wherein the said ACK message is sent only if a maximum number of said wireless 
device associations has not been exceeded. 
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However, Karaoguz does disclose of the optimization wherein it is duly 
interpreted that the number of permissible associations are not exceeded. See 
paragraph [0027, 0028 and 0045]. 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify Karaoguz et al. in order to provide a means to 
reduce burden on the network by reducing the number of permissible associations to 
the said access points. 

Regarding claim 4, according to claim 1 } Karaoguz et al. continues to disclose logic for 
maintaining a table in a central server (401), see FIGURE 4, including an entry for each 
said wireless device from which a bid message has been received, each entry including 
the parameter. See paragraph [0043]. 

Regarding claim 5, Karaoguz et al. discloses an apparatus for use in an access point in 
a wireless communications environment including multiple access points (410a-n) and 
wireless devices (415a-n), which reads on claimed "stations," , wherein stations gain 
network access by associating with one or more of the access points(see paragraph 
[0021]), comprising: 

• logic for collecting bid messages, wherein the message include information 
regarding location and identity information from stations (see paragraph [0029 
and 0032]), each bid message including a parameter related to the distance, see 
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paragraph [0029], between the said access point and the said wireless device. 
See paragraphs [0033 and 0041-0042]; 

• logic for selecting one of the bid messages based at least in part on the 
parameter related to distance. See paragraph [00290; 

• logic for maintaining a table in a central server (401 ), see FIGURE 4, including an 
entry for each said wireless device from which a bid message has been received, 
each entry including the parameter. See paragraph [0043]. 

• logic for sending an accept message to the station in the table having the 
parameter indicating the closest distance, the accept message for causing the 
station to associate with the access point. 

However, Karaoguz et al. fails to clearly disclose wherein sending an accept 
message to the station in the table having the parameter indicating the closest distance. 

Consequently, Karaoguz et al. does teach of network optimization, see 
paragraph [0027-0028 and 0045], wherein it is implicit that the closest said device is 
selected for the association in order for the network to operate effectively. 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify Karaoguz et al. in order for the said ACK message 
be sent to the said device having the parameter indicating the closest distance. 

2. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Karaoguz 
et al. U.S. Patent Publication Number (2004/0054767 A1) in view of Kashitani et al. U.S. 
Patent Number 6,266,537). 
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Regarding claim 2, according to claim 1, Karaoguz et al. discloses an apparatus for use 
in an access point in a wireless communications environment including multiple access 
points (410a-n) and wireless devices (415a-n), which reads on claimed "stations," , 
wherein stations gain network access by associating with one or more of the access 
points(see paragraph [0021]), comprising: 

• logic for collecting bid messages, wherein the message include information 
regarding location and identity information from stations (see paragraph [0029 
and 0032]), each bid message including a parameter related to the distance, see 
paragraph [0029], between the said access point and the said wireless device. 
See paragraphs [0033 and 0041-0042]; 

• logic for sending an range message acknowledgement (ACK), which reads on 
claimed "accept message, "(see paragraph [0036]) to one of the said wireless 
device from which a bid message was received, the accept message for causing 
the station to associate with the access point wherein Karaoguz et al. further 
discloses wherein the said wireless device further establish communication with 
the said access point. See paragraph [0033-0036]. 

The Examiner acknowledges the fact that Karaoguz et al. discloses of a said 
access point sending bid messages to the said wireless device. The Applicant is 
claiming the opposite. However, it is considered to be within the scope of one of 
ordinary skill in the art to shift the functionality of the process to an element within the 
environment in order to produce an expected result. 
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Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify Karaoguz et al. in order to provide a means to 
transmit bid messages from the said wireless device to allow the said access point to 
associated the said device to the said network. See also In re Japikse 86 USPQ 70 
(CCPA1950). 

However, Karaoguz et al. fails to clearly disclose wherein the logic for sending an 
accept message sends an accept message to the station whose bid message included 
the parameter indicating the largest change in distance. 

Kashitani et al. discloses a method for associating stations when the said 
parameter received indicates the largest distance change. See Kashitani et al column 7 
lines 23-32 and column 8 lines 58-67. 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify Karaoguz et al. in view of Kashitani et al. in order to 
reduce interference and increase reliability for wireless transmission. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1/5/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding claim 1 , the Applicant asserts that the cited prior art fails to support 
the premise that bid messages from the said STA , including an indication of distance, is 
used by the said AP to select the winning bid. Karaoguz et al. clearly discloses in 
paragraph [0029] wherein it states that the said access points can determine the 
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location information of a device, which can be the range and/or a geographic position 
location information of a particular device. 

Regarding the Examiner's reliance on In re Japiske, the Examiner respectfully 
maintains that it is not novel to switch the function/process out of one device in a system 
to another, if the outcome remains the same. Therefore, based on the fact that 
Karaoguz et al. discloses the said devices receiving the said bid messages does not 
render that it is not obvious to switch the function/process to the access points. 

Therefore based on the above office action and the comments within, claims f-5 
stand rejected, 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Randy Peaches whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7914. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H. Feild can be reached on (571) 272-4090. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Randy Peaches 
April 14, 2006 




CHARLES APPIAH 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



